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REPORT OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


OFFICE OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
JACKSON, Miss., Dec. 1, 1896. 


To the Legislature of Mississippi : 


The following report is respectfully submitted for your 
consideration : 

The docket which accompanies this report embraces all of 
the cases brought to the Supreme Court since my last report, 
and also those then on submission and undetermined. This 
docket shows all the particulars relating to each case as 
required by law. 

The routine work and correspondence of the Attorney- 
_ General’s office has been extensive and onerous, though no 
matters directly connected with the office have arisen which 
require special mention or comment in this report. 

All the official opinions which have been given are copied 
in proper books and indexed, and the correspondence of the 
office has been carefully preserved and properly arranged 
for convenient reference. 


SUGGESTIONS. 


Under the authority and directions of the law which 
makes it the duty of the Attorney-General to submit in his 
report such recommendations as he may deem proper for the 
improvement of the public service, the following recommen- 
dations are respectfully submitted for the consideration of 
the Legislature. 


APPELLATE PROCEEDINGS. 


According to ‘the present practice in appeals in criminal 
cases, the assignment of errors and brief for the appel- 
lant are not required to be filed before the day of the submis- 
sion of the case in the Supreme Court; and at the same time- 
‘the records are often not filéd until the day when the case is 
-called for hearing. 


Section 71 of the Code of 1892, providing for appeals in 
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criminal cases, when construed with sections 785 and 786 of 
the Code in relation to bills of exceptions, is confusing, and 
resulted in a rule being made by the Supreme Court fixing a 
call day for the entire State docket during the period allot- 
ted to each of the three Supreme Court Districts of the State. 

Under the operation of these statutes and the rules of the 
Supreme Court, the Attorney-General may never have an 
opportunity of seeing either the brief or assignment of er-. 
rors of the appellant until the call of the case for hearing by 
the Supreme Court, and in the great majority of cases this 
opportunity is not given him. ) 

Section 71 should be repealed, and the law changed so as. 
to make the day fixed by law, or the order of the Court, for 
taking up the dockets of the different Districts of the State, 
the return day forall appeals in criminal cases for the entire 
State, and to require the transcript of the record, together 
with the assignment of errors, to be filed on that day by the 
appellants. 


The Supreme Court can then readily regulate the time for 
the filing of briefs, and conveniently fix:the days for taking 
up the State docket and hearing the State cases. Under 
such rules of practice as suggested, the Attorney-General 
will have proper opportunity for the preparation of the State 
cases, and thus lighten ‘the labors of the Judges of the- 
Supreme Court. i 

In my last report I suggested a change in the mode of 
preparing the transcripts of records in appeals to the Supreme: 
Court in criminal cases, which is of such practical import-. 
ance in the administration of the criminal jurisprudence of 
the State, and which will save the Supreme Court Judges 
and the Attorney-General so much unnecessary labor, ‘that 
itis again called to your attention. ° 

According to the present practice in criminal cases, the 
entire body of the evidence is taken down by a stenographer- 
and is often voluminous, and invariably and necessarily con-- 
tains a great deal of matter which is wholly immaterial in. 
the consideration and determination of the appeal. : 

In the examination—and especially in the cross-examina-- 
tion of the witnesses—it is proper in the trial court that many: 
tentative questions should be propounded to the witnesses,. 
and in order that the jury may be able to place the proper 
value upon the testimony of the various witnesses, it is often. 
necessary that minute details and collateral-and incidental 
facts should be inquired into, which becóme wholly imma- 
terial in the great majority of cases in the Supreme Court, 
on the hearing of the appeal. 

As itis, the onerous task is imposed upon the Supreme- 
Court and the Attorney-General, of exploring voluminous. 
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records filled with immaterial matters. The former recom- 
mendation is again submitted, in the following modified 
form. ` 

In all criminal cases, the law should be so amended as to 
require the Circuit Judge to strike out from the stenograper’s 
report of the trial such portions of the testimony and pro- 
ceedings as are not necessary in the consideration and de- 
cision of the case on the appeal. The stenograper’s report, 
with the immaterial matters thus eliminated, to constitute 
the basis of the bill of exceptions. The labor thus imposed 
upon the Circuit Judges will be comparatively slight. 

Where there is no stenographer of the court, the mode of 
preparing the bill of exceptions should remain according to 
the present practice, except thatthe Circuit Judge should be 
authorized and required to strike from the draft of the bill 
prepared by counsel all portions of the testimony not 
necessary to the consideration of the case on appeal. Pro- 
vided, however, in special cases where the judge will 
certify that in his opinion it is necessary for the Supreme 
Court to examine the testimony with a view of determining. 
the question whether a new trial should be granted on the 
evidence, then, and in such ‘cases, the entire body of the 
evidence should be included in the bill of cxceptions. 

This will remedy the present practice of sending to the 
Supreme Court records filled with immaterial and irrelevant 
matters. ` 

i LAWLESSNESS. 


The attention of the Legislature is called to two recent 
events, in which the laws of the State were openly violated 
by armed mobs. 

In one of these cases, a prisoner had been tried on a 
charge of murder, and found guilty of the crime, by a fair 


- 


and impartial jury of the county in which the crime was com- | 


mitted, and had been sentenced to death by the circuit court. 
On appeal to the Supreme Court of the State the verdict 
was sustained, and the judgment of the circuit court affirmed. 
The sheriff failed to execute the sentence, on the day ap- 
pointed, and the prisoner was a second time sentenced by 
the circuit court. There was an appeal from this sentence, 
and an affirmance by the Supreme Court at the present term. 

Recently a mob assembled in the county, and by force 
released the prisoner from custody and aided him success- 
fully to escape. He is at present at large and his where- 
abouts are unknown to the officers of the law. 

The other instance may be briefly stated. There was an 
indictment for murder againt a.man who was arrested in 
Alabama, and under & requisition from the Governor, was 
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returned to Mississippi for trial. The jury found the ac- 
eused guilty of murder, and under the discretionary power 
confided to them by law, fixed the punishment at imprison- 
ment for life in the Penitentiary. 

The Dispatch Sergeant of the State prison took charge of 
ihe-prisoner in the couniy, and started with him for Jack- 
son, but the train on which he took passage was flagged 
down, the sergeant overpowered.and tied, and the prisoner 
hung by an armed mob. ' : 

These two instances illustrate in à striking and singular- 
manuer the potency of mobs in this State. In the one 
case, the mob interposed to obstruct the law in the just pun- 
ishment of a criminal who had been legally and fairly con- 
victed of murder. In the other, the mob, dissatisfied with 
the action of the jury, placed itself above the jury and the 
law, and inflicted the death penalty. 

Although large rewards for the apprehension of any of 
the persons engaged in these lawless acts, have been offered 
by the Governor, none of the participants have been ar- 
rested. 

A state of affairs which permits the occurrence of these 
events with apparent immunity from punishment for the 
participants, invites the most serious attention of the Legis- 
lative Department of the State Government. And, moreover, 
the question urgently suggested is, what remedial legislation 
may be effectual in' preventing the recurrence of these and 
similar acts of organized resistance to the laws and lawfully 
eonstituled authorities, and in maintaining thesupremaocy of 
law and order in the State. 

There are no laws at present on the statute-books of the- 
State against this particular form of lawlessness. It is mur. 
der, at the common law, in the persons engaged in the com- 
mission of these crimes. But the question that naturally 
presents itself to all intelligent and law-abiding citizens is 
whether special legislation cannot be had to meet the exi- 
gencies of these occasions. 

While the proposition is recognized by jurists and legis- 
lators as true, that penal laws cannot be effectually enforeed, 
in our form of government, in the face of a strong unfriend- 
ly public sentiment, it is equally true, that wise and prudent 
legislation may largely inform and elevate public sentiment, 
and strengthen that large body of our citizens who stand 
for law and order. 

Responsibility for these and similar acts should be loca- 
ted and definitely fixed somewhere, and, inasmuch as the in- 
dividual participants cannot be brought to punishment under 
existing laws, it is respectfully suggested that the responsi- 
bility be placed upon the county where this act of lawless- 
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ness occurs. This can be done by providing that the county 
shall be responsible in damages to the widow and children 
or the heirs, of the deceased victim, in an action at law to 
be brought in any adjoining county, and the minimum meas- 
ure of damages should be fixed at $10,000. 

Where the act occurs in an incorporated town, then the 
municipality may be made jointly liable for the penalty. 

Penalties, also, might be declared against officers of the 
law and the sureties on their official bonds, who fail in their 
duty to protect prisoners intrusted to heir tcare. 

The suggestion is further submitted for consideration, that 
a constitutional amendment could be submitted for adop- 
tion requiring as a qualification of the franchise that the 
elector shall make an affidavit that he has never, directly 
or indirectly, participated in this form of lawlessness. 

Under the present constitutional provision in respect to 
the elective franchise, persons convicted of bribery, burg- 
lary, theft, arson, obtaining money under false pretences, 
perjury, forgery, embezzlement or bigamy, are disfranchised. 
All of the persons engaged in a duel, whether as principals 
or seconds, are disqualified by statute from holding any 
post of honor or emolument either civil or military in the 
State. These offences, which are all less than capital felo- 
nies, cannot be considered more dangerous to society, than 
armed and organized resistance to the laws of the State, and 
the lyuching of persons accused of crime. 

In view of the profound importance of this subject to the 
State, itis deemed proper and appropriate that these sug- 
gestions should be submitted for your consideration. 

The argument most frequently used in palliation or ex- 
cuse for the lynching of persons accused of crime is that 
ihe delays attending the administration of the criminal 
laws of the State are favorable to the acquittal of defend- 
ants, and that the punishment of the offenders thus long 
deferred, lessens the moral effect of the punishment in 
cases where it is infl:cted. 

It is true that the delays ordinarily attending the trials 
of persons accused of crimes are unnecessarily long. There 
is no good reason why it should take months to bring an 
offender to trial, a delay involving great expense to the 
State, and moreover often resulting in the removal and dis- 
appearance of important witnesses for the prosecution, and 
not infrequently in the miscarriage of justice. 

The lynching of persons accused of crime can never be a 
remedy for any defects—or supposed imperfections—in the 
criminal jurisprudence of the State; on the contrary, it is 
obvious that the proper course indicated is the amendment 
and improvement of the present criminal laws. 
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Upon the most careful reflection, I am deeply impressed 
with the conviction that a change in the administration of 
the criminal laws in this respect will have the effect of 
more effectually deterring individuals from the commission 
of crimes, and at the same time. will promote the growth of 
a publie sentiment against the lynching of persons accused 
of crime in the State. 

To this end it is recommended. that two special -circuit 
judges be appointed, and the State be divided into two dis- 
tricts and one of the judges assigned to each district. A 
district attorney should also be assigned for each dis- 
trict. 

In each county in the State a court should be established 
called a special circuit court, with concurrent jurisdiction with 
the circuit courts already established, in the following cases, 
viz: All capital! felonies, attempts to commit the crime of 
rape, and all cases where the process of the law is obstructed 
by armed or organized bodies of persons, resulting in any 
breach of the peace. These latter crimes should be defined and 
the punishments prescribed by special statutory provisions 
and regulations. 

The clerk of the regular circuit court could be made ex- 
officio clerk of the special cireuit court of the county, the 
court could be held in the circuit court room, and the entire 
mode of proceedure of the circuit court could, with a few neces- 
sary changes of detail, be made applicable to the new courts 
thus established. ` 

These courts could be declared by law to be always open 
for the trial of crimina] cases. 

Upon the commission of any crime of the classes enume- 
rated, and upon the arrest of the offender, it should be made 
the duty of the sheriff, or the circuit clerk, or any peace officer 
of the county, to immediately notify the special circuit court 
judge of the fact, who will within five days—or as soon 
thereafter as possible — proceed to the county and organize 
a grand jury and a petit jury, and try the accused. 

The sheriff of the county should be required to report im- 
mediately to the Governor of the State, whenever any one 
of the crimes above enumerated is committed, all ot the facts 
attending the crime that can be ascertained, and ‘also report 
the arrest of the offender as soon as made. 

In order that the sessions of the special courts may not 
conflict with the terms of the circuit courts, it could be pro- 
vided that when the crime is committed within ten days or 
two weeks prior to the a regular or special term of the cir- 
cuit court of the county, then the special court would not be 
convened and the trial of the offense would be left to the 
regular circuit court. 
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Tt could also be provided, in ease the special judge. 
assigned to either district of the State was unable to con- 
vene the court from any cause, that the special judge for the 
other district should proceed to the county and try the 
case. i : 

The special judges could be required to preside, whenever 
practicable, at any term of a circuit court where the circuit 
judge is unable to attend, and to try special cases in the cir- 
euit courts where the circuit judge is disqualified to act. 

The special judges should also be given the power to grant 
writs of habeas corpus, and hear the same. And in order to 
lighten the labors of the circuit judges, whenever the same 
may be conveniently done, in cases where the writ of habeas 
corpus is granted by a circuit judge it may be made return- 
able before the special judge. ; 

Various other details could be suggested by the Legisla- 
ture that would add to the efficiency of this measure, and 
lessen the expense of the' administration of the criminal 
laws of the State. 

.Itis suggested for consideration in this connection, that 
this or a similar measure will not only secure a prompt 
and efficient method of punishing crime, but if the details 
of legislation on this subject are properly arranged, the cost 
of administering the criminal laws of the State will be greatly 
lessened. 

The adoption of these, or measures of a similar character, 
will, it is confidently believed, stimulate and develop a pub- 
lic sentiment in favor of law and order, and especially against 
all forms of organized interférence with, or obstruction to 
the just enforcement of the laws, that will speedily assure 
a condition of affairs that will be satisfactory to that large 
class of our citizens who uniformly respect the law and the 
legally constituted authorities of the State, and who oppose 
consistently all forms of mob violence, and thus the ad- 
vancement of the common wealth, both as to public morals 
and material prosperity, will be promoted and secured. 


COUNTY OONVIOTS. 


Under the present law, the praetice of hiring out county 
convicts to the highest bidder and transferring the convicts 
to the custody and control of a private lessee, prevails in. 
many of the counties of the State. ee 

The system, if so crude a practice can be called a system, 
apparently owes its adoption and continuance alone to con- 
siderations of convenience and economy. It presents an 
easy method of paying the fees of the officials and the court 
costs, and disposes of the wholé question of the duty of the 
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State in respeet to its prisoners, exclusively from the eco- 
nomical point of view. 

It is a matter of common knowledge in the State, that 
this system of leasing the county prisoners is wholly in- 
compatible with their proper care and treatment. 

Under the present law, the boards of supervisors may, in 
their discretion, werk the county prisoners on publie roads 
or publie works, or on a farm, and, in many counties they 
are 80 employed: 

In the counties of Hinds and Lowndes, and perhaps in 
other counties in the State, the prisoners are worked on 
county farms and are self-sustaining. 

It is thus seen that the Legislature has remitted the ques- 
tion as to whether the county prisoners may be leased or 
hired out to private contractors, to the boards of supervis- 
ors of the several counties. 

These prisoners, while technically termed by the statute, 
“county convicts,’ are none the less the prisoners of the 
State. They are arrested, tried, convicted, sentenced and 
held in prison by the authority of the State, who is the sov- 
ereign power, and who stands charged with the publie duty 
of properly providing for the custody, care and treatment 
of its prisoners. 

Instead, therefore, of leaving the decision of so grave and 
important & question of publie duty, which rests upon the 
State, as that involved in the care of these prisoners, to the 
county authorities, it is respecttully submitted that the Leg- 
islature should deal directly with the subject, and declare a 
uniform rule for the whole State forbidding the leasing or 
hiring of the county prisoners. 

The system is indefensible in principle, and moreover, it 
stands condemned by the enlightened public opinion of: the 
best class of citizens of the State. 

In the year 1884, a committee was appointed by the House 
of Representatives to investigate the abuses of the then ex- 
isting system of the leasing of the State convicts. The re- 
port of the committee was a revelation of cruelties and 
infamies practiced by the lessees and their subordinates, 
far exceeding anything that had ever been charged by the 
opponents of the system. 

In 1888, a committee appointed by the House of Repre- 
' sentatives again investigated the workings of the State con- 
vict system, and made a report substantially similar to the 
one brought in by the House committee of 1884. This 
report, together with the testimony taken by the committee, 
together with many interesting tabulated statements, ap- 
pears in the House Journal of 1888. 

The people of the State thus became informed in respect 
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to the character of a convict system that had prevailed for 
many years in the State, and the result was that the first 
official act of the Constitutional Convention of 1890, was the 
abolishment of the system. 

Within the strictest bounds of official propriety, I may 
and do assert, that the system of leasing county. prisoners, 
is fully as bad, if not worse, than the discarded system of 
State convict leasing, and a rigid and thorough investigation 
of the subject by an efficient Legislative committee will de- 
monstrate the truth of this assertion. 

The Legislature, in the execution of the ordinances of the 
constitutional convention, has inaugurated the policy of 
working the State convicts on lands purchased and owned by 
the State, and during the year 1895 the practicability of the 
new method has been fully demonstrated. Every consider- 
ation of public morals and public duty points to the propri- 
ety of the complete extinction of convict leasing. 

The difference between the cost of taking the proper care 
of a prisoner, and turning him over to a private master for 
hire, should not enter into the consideration of the subject. 
But if it was simply an economiéal proposition; it can be 
readily solved in favor of the humane treatment of the pris- 
oner at a small cost to the State. 


THE COUNTY JAILS. 

Many of the jails in the State are improperly constructed, 
without the slightest regard to ventillation or even the cru- 
dest sanitary conditions. Besides this, these structures are 
often ill-kept and filthy. 

The prisoners are often brought to the State Penitentiary 
from the county jails in bad condition, ragged, dirty, and not 
infrequently covered with vermin. 

It is not unusual for sick convicts to be broaght to the 
Penitentiary at Jackson presenting every appearance of 
want of proper care and medical attention. 

The subject invites and merits the most careful attention of 
the Legislature. Many of the jails in the State are abso- 
lutely unfit as a habitation for any human creature, and it is 
a crime against humanity that any human being should be 
kept as are the prisoners in many of the jails in the State. 

The subject of the condition of county jails and the treat- 
ment of the prisoners in the different States is at present 
attracting a very large share of public attention. The va. 
rious considerations, in respect to sanitary conditions which 
enter into this matter, merely need suggestion and not elab- 
oration. 

It is respectfully suggested, for the consideration of the 
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Legislature, that the entire subject of the construction of 
the jails in the State -should not be left as it is under the 
present laws, eatirely to the county authorities, which has 
resulted in a total lack of system and uniformity in the 
erection of many structures wholly unfitted for the purposes 
of a jail. 

As the State stands charged directly, as one of the duties 
of sovereignty, with this responsibility, there should be~a 
thorough inspection of the jails in the State made under the 
direction of thé Legislature, and those condemned, which 
are unfit for the purpose. A uniform plan should be de. 
vised by the State for the construction of jails, having due 
regard for the modern principles of ventillation, warming, 
and general sanitary conditions, and conformity to the 
same should be required by the different counties of the 
State. 


JUVENILE OFFENDERS. 


Section 225 of the State Constitution of 1896 contemplates: 
that the Legislature will establish a reformatory institution 
for the punishment of juvenile offenders. 

There has been no legislation on the subject, and under 
the present law, in all felonies, the criminal—without refer- 
ence to his or her age —is sent to the State penitentiary, 
where the convicts, under the present administration of the 
prison, are necessarily thrown together. 

At the time of the last official report of the Board of Con- 
trol, ending in 1893, there were in the State penitentiary 
nine convicts under the age of fifteen years. Of these, two 
were-eleven, and four were thirteen years of age. 

There were one hundred and seventy-nine convicts from 
the ages of fifteen to twenty years. In a word, there were 
in the State prison at that time 788 convicts under the age of 
twenty-one years. One of the boys, eleven years of age, 
was sentenced for three years, and the other, of the 
same age, was sentenced for ten years, the offence of each 
being burglary. 

One boy of fourteen was given a term of five years for 
an attempt to commit.a burglary. 

One of the boys of thirteen years of age is held under 
asentence for two, one for a term of five years, and the 
other two for ten years each. 

One youth of eighteen is under-sentence for thirty years 
for burglary and conspiracy, and another of sixteen years 
of age has aterm of eight years for assault and battery with 
intent to kill. 

Another boy of sixteen is sentenced for seven years for 
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larceny, and one boy fifteen years of age is sentenced for 
life. : ~- 

The attention of the Legislature is invited to the con- 
sideration of the great number of convicts under twenty 
years of age in the State prison compared to the total 
prison population as shown by the report ending Septem- 
ber, 1898, being 188 in the total of 767. There were at 
the time of the last report or the Board of Control already 
referred to, 46 boys of sixteen years of age’ and under iñ 
the State penitentiary. | 

The report.of the Board of Control for the years 1804-95 
is not yet printed, but these proportions are not materially 
changed, although the prison population has increased. 

Attention is called to the extraordinary severity of the sen- 
tences imposed upon these youths and children, especially in 
connection with the consideration thatunder the operation of . 
the present laws on the subject they aré necessarily thrown 
among a lot of hardened adult criminals. 

The 46 boys of sixteen years of age and under, have an 
average term of imprisonment of five years, one month and 
twenty-four days. 7 aa 

While the boys of eleven and thirteen years of age, have an 
average term of imprisonment of six years and eight 
months. i 

The following table shows the term of imprisonment of 
each of these convicts : i 
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The average-term of imprisonment in four of the largest 
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and best conducted State prisons in this country for their 
entire aggregate populations, is three years and one month. 
House Journal of 1888, Report of Com., p. 38. 
The extraordinary severity of these sentences for the 
young conviets emphasizes with great force the importance 
and urgency ‘of providing a different method of punishing 
this class of offenders. 


bd VOID MARRIAGES. 


Section 2864 of the Code of 1892, declares all-marriages 
void, ipso facto, if solemnized without the previous issuance 
of a marriage license duly issued by the circuit clerk. 

A marriage in facie ecclesim, between persons of full age, 
or of minors with the full consent of their parents or guardian, 
is a nullity under the present law, if solemnized without the 
formality of a license. 

There can be but two objects to be accomplished by the 
law requiring marriage licences ; one is to prevent the mar- 
riage of minors without the consent of their parents or 
guardians, and of persons incapacitated, and the other is, to 
secure the registration of all marriages in the State. But 
these purposes can be readily effected without declaring the 
marriage void. 

From the earliest period in this State, licenses have been 
required, but it has always been deemed a sufficient penalty 
to secure an observance of the law, to make it a misdemean- 
or and criminally punishable as such, in the person perform- 
ing the marriage ceremony without a license. And-up to 
the year 1892, it was never supposed to be necessary to im- 
pose so grave a penalty as that of declaring the marriage a 
nullity for the purpose of enforcing a license law which is of 
incidental and minor consideration. 

Consent of parents or guardians, notice, publication of 


banns, license, registry of the marriage, and the like, are re-~ 


quired by all the States, but nowhere under English or 
American law are these things necessary to the validity of 
a marriage celebrated by a person having authority to per: 
form a marriage ceremony. 14 Eng. and Am. En. Law, p. 
577. 

Section 2864 of the Code of 1892, is as follows: 

u A marriage shall not be contracted or solemnized unless 
a license therefor shall first have been duly issued, and such 
license ghall be essential to the validity of a marriage." 

Section 2860 requires, before the issuance of a license: 

(1). An affidavit that there are is no legal cause to obstruct 
the marriage. . 

(2). The consent of the parent or guardian must be given 
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personally to the circuit clerk; or proof made by one wit- 
ness under oath, to the authenticity of the writtén consent 
of the parent or guardian. 

(8). The elerk is to-record the affidavit and. consent. 

The statute requires that ‘such license," that is, one duly 
issued, “shall be essential to validity of a marriage." 

What will be the effect on the validity of the marriage if ' 
the affidavits required by section 2860 are not made in iact, 
or are imperfectly or improperly made, or the consent of 
the parent or guardian is not in writing, or not properly at- 
tested by the credible witness, or that the affidavits and writ- 
ten consents are not recorded; in a word, if alicense is issued 
not in conformity with the requirements of section 2860, 
can it be said to have been * duly" issued, and is it such & 
license as is essential to the validity of the marriage? 

The word ''duly," according to the lexicographers, means 
“exactly,” “regularly,” in “conformity with.” 

According to the terms of the statute, the license shall first _ 
have been duly issued to confer validity on the marriage cer- 
emony. ] 

If the word “duly” had been omitted from the statute, 
then the fact of the issuance of a license, whether in confor- 
mity with the statute or not, would have made the marriage 
valid. Butif this statute, as written, is construed and ap- 
plied by the courts according to the established general rules 
and principles governing the interpretation of statutes, it 
ean readily be seen that the gravest questions may arise, 
affecting the validity of marriages celebrated under licenses 
irregularly and improperly issued. - 

In a matter of such profound importance to the State and 
to society, the validity of this most sacred and holy institu- 
tion of marriage should not be permitted to depend upon 
legislation of this character. 

Speaking of the English statutory refinements in respect to 
the ceremony of marriages and the persons who might cel- 
ebrate marriages. Mr. Bishop, the greatest American writer 
on the law of marriage, expressed the following views : 

* These preliminary views will suffice tor this chapter. 
Yet the writer cannot dismiss this chapter without adding 
here, in advance, his own personal protest against certain 
doctrines which, rather of legislation than of law, have 
wrought great havoc with marriages in England, and some- 
what threaten our own country. There was a time when the 
. Anglo-Saxon race, though rude and uncultivated in modern 

chicanery, never inflicted the disgrace of concubinage on a 
woman who lived with one man, and one,man only, as his 
wife, and bore him children, unless the man was of too near 
affinity or consanguinity to her, or unless he had another 
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wife to whom he was earlier married. But in days of mod- 
ern refinement, many an Anglo-Saxon woman learns, or her 
offspring after she is dead learns, that some slip in the form 
of marriage has made hera sort of select strumpet, and has 
made her children bastards. Men who like to deceive 
, honest women, and men who value riches in a wife, or a set- 

tlement, more than they value true marriage, admire this, 
and they consider the Scotch people who do not like it, and 
the people of some of our States, who also do not like it, to 
be, by reason of their want of love of refinement, almost 
barbarians. May barbarism, if this is such, long prevail in 
the United States!" Bishop on Marriage and Divorce,-§20. 

The validity of a marriage celebrated by a minister of the 
Gospel, or a civil officer authorized by law should not 
be made to depend upon the issuance of a license. But 
these two sections construed together, leaves the validity of 
a marriage celebrated in facie ecclesie under an irregu- 
larly issued license, to the uncertainty of judicial interpre- 
tation of new and strange statutory conditions placed for the 
first time upon this most sacred of contracts. 
' The policy of this State has always been to encourage the 
marriage of its citizens, to treat every union between a man 
and a woman as a marriage where such is the intention of 
the parties, to preserve the legitimacy of children, rather 
than treat them as bastards, and to clothe the woman, who 
has been taken as a wife, with the dignity and nobility of 
that character rather than degrade her to the status of a mis- 
tress. ~ 

It is recommended that section 2864 be repealed, and also 
that a general law be passed declaring all marriages contracted 
without the issuance of a license since the Code of 1892 
went into operation, to be valid and complete in all respects, 
and declaring the children of such marriages legitimate. 


THE AGE OF OONSENT. 


. Section 1281, of the Code of 1892, is as follows: 


“ Every person who shall be convicted of rape, either by 
earnally and unlawfully knowing a female child under the 
age ten years, or by forcibly ravishing any female of the age 
of ten years and upward shall sufter death, unless the jury 
shall fix the penalty at imprisonment in the penitentiary for 
life, as it may do in case of murder." 

Itis thus seen that the consent of a female child of ten 
years of age, shields the wrongdoer from all criminal respon- 


sibility under this statute. l 
Section 1004, of the Code makes it a criminal offence to 
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have illicit connection with any female child under the age 
of sixteen, of previous chaste character. . 

Female children, not of previous chaste character, and 
even as young as ten years of age, are given no protection 
whatever under either of these statutes. 

Under the operation of these laws the consent of a ten year 
old female child, who is not of chaste character, givesimmu- 
nity to every scoundrel who tempts her to continue a life of 
shame. The absence of previous chaste character should > 
have nothing to do with the criminality of the act under the 
statute. 

The law is singularly inconsistent in its operation. 
Under the first statute quoted, all female children under the 
age of ten years are incapable of giving the wrongdoer im- 
munity from punishment by their consent. The law assumes 
that up to the age of ten years, the child is incapable ‘of ap- 
preciating the loss of her virginity or of consenting to the 
illicit act. The law then assumes that at the age of ten there 
is the capacity for consent. 

If the child at ten years of age is still pure, the law pro- 
tects her against seduction and makes her incapable of con- 
senting. But if she is already of unchaste character, ever 
at the age of, ten years, her consent to an impure act affords 
immunity to all who stand iu the way of her reformation. 

This question has lately attracted public attention in several 
of the States, especially in New York, Idaho, Missouriand Ari- 
zona,where the age of consent has recently been raised to eigh- 
teen years. The “Arena,” for thé month of August, 1895, con- 
iains.a highly interesting and instructive article on this 
subject. 

The New York State Medical Society recommended this. 
reform to the New York Legislature by the following reso- 
tions adopted by a unanimous vote at its annual méeting in. 
February, 1895: ` ‘ 


“Resolved, That the proposed legislation limiting the legal 
age of consent in this State to eighteen years instead of six- 
teen is a measure calculated to limit the socal evil, with its 
attendant diseases and physical as well as moral degrada- 
tion; therefore, 

“Resolved, That the” proposed legislation meets with the 
cordial support and approval of the Medical Society of the 
State of New York. 


“The above resolutions were proposed to the Medical So- 
ciety of the Sate of New York at its annual meeting held 
in Albany, February 5, 6 and 7, 1895, and unanimously 
passed. 

~ FREDERICK C. Curtis, M. D., Secretafy.” 
A-G—2 , 
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The New York State Homepathic Society also passed sim- 
ilar resolutions at its meeting one week later. 

.The fall text of the amendment to the penal New York 
statute, passed in 1895 with only one dissenting vote, is as: 
follows : 

“Section 1. Subdivision five of section two hundred and 
seventy-eight of the penal code is hereby amended to read 
as follows: 

5. When she i is, at the time, unconscious of the nature of 
the act, and this is known to the defendant, or when she is 
in the custody of the law, or of any officer thereof, or in any 
place of lawful detention, temporary or permanent, the offend- 
er is guilty of rape in the-first degree and punishable by impris- ` 
onment for not more twenty years. A person who perpe- 
trates an act of séxual intercourse with a female, not his 
wife, under the age of eighteen years, under circumstances 
not amounting to rape in the first degree, is guilty of -rape in 
the second degree, and punishable with imprisonment for 
not more than ten years. © 

§ 2. Subdivisions one and. four of section two hundred 
and eighty-two of the penal code are hereby Nnonose to 
read as follows: 

l. Takes, receives, employs, harbors or Uses, Or causes or 
procures to be taken, received, employed or harbored or 
used, a female under the age of eighteen years, for the pur- 
pose of prostitution; or, not being her husband, for the 
purpose of sexual intercourse ; or without the consent of 
her father, mother, guardian or other person iy d legal . 
charge of her person, for the purpose of marriage; 

2. Being parent, guardian or other person [qi legal 
charge of the person of a female under the age of eighteen 
years, consents to her taking or detaining by any person for 
the purpose of prostitution or sexual intercourse. 

.  § 8. This act shall take effect on the first day of FIAT 
ber, eighteen hundred ninety-five." 


The new law of Idaho, enacted in 1895, is as follows: 


* Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Idaho: 

Section 1. That Section 6765 of the Revised Statutes. is 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

Section 6765. Rape is an act of sexual intercourse at- 
complished'with a female not the wife of the perpetrator, 
under either of the tollowing circumstances: 

1. Where the temale is under the age of eighteen years. 

2. When she is incapable through lunacy, or any other 
unsoundness of mind, whether temporary or permanent, of 
giving legal consent, 
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8. Where she resists, but her resistance is overcome by 
force or violence. : 

4. Where she is prevented from resisting by threats of 
immediate and great bodily harm, accompanied by apparent 

.power of execution; or by any intoxicating, narcotic, or 
anssthetic substance administered by or with the privity of 
the accused. 

5. Where she is at the time unconscious of the nature of 
the act, and this is known to the accused. 

5. Where she submits under a belief that the person com- 
mitting the act is her husband, and the belief is induced by _ 
artifice, pretence or concealment practiced by the accused, 
with intent to induce such belief. 

$2. All acts, so far as they are inconsistent with the pro- 
visions of this act are hereby repealed-" 

It.is respectfully recommended that section 1004 be amend- 
ed so as to include all females over the age of ten and under 
the age of eighteen, whether of previous chaste character or 
not. i 

Section 1281 should remain as it stands. 


CLERICAL FAOILITIES. 


Under the present law, the duties of the Attorney-General 
have been largely increased by requiring him to advise the 
boards of supervisors in the various counties of the State, 
whenever requested. This has greatly increased the corres- 
pondence of the office, and added largely to the labors and 
responsibilities of the Attorney-General. E 

Besides the duty of advising. the various State officers, 
and the boards ot supervisors, and representing the State in 
all its cases in the Supreme Court, the Attorney-General is 
made & member of the Board of Control of the Penitentiary, 
of the State Board of Publie Education, of the State Board 
of Public Contracts, and also of the State Board of Elec- 
tion Commissioners. l : 

It is impossible for the Attorney-General without assist- 
ance, to perform all these various duties properly and 
efficiently. 

During my term of office, I have had the assistance of 
my former partner.in the practice of the law, which was 
secured without expense to the State. 

It is suggested that the duties of the office be lessened or 
the proper clerical assistance should be provided. 

Respectfully submitted, 
l . FRANK JOHNSTON, 
Attorney-General. 
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Frank Bowles Supreme Court. Briet for State. 


7576 
1605 
7620 
7621 
7647 


7648 


VS. From Circult Court Lafayette Co,|Submitted December 20, 1893. 
The State. Record filed Nov. 23, 1893. [Reversed January 1, 1894. 


Affidavit, malicious mischief on breaking inclosure. Conviction, Fine, $5. 


James Alcorn Supreme Court, Brief for State. 
From Circuit Court Coahoma Co.|Submitted December 20, 1893. 


vs. 
The State. Record filed December 1, 1893. |Affirmed January 1, 1894. 
Indictment, non-payment privilege tax, Conviction, Fine, $30. 


Briet for State. 


John Loker Supreme Court. 
vs. From Circuit Court Calhoun Co,|Submitted December 20, 1893. 
The State. Record filed Dec, 2, 1893. |Reversed January 1, 1894. 


Indictment, arson, Conviction, Sentence, 5 years in Penitentiary. 


Lige Hays Supreme Court, Brief for State, 
vs. From Circuit Court Pike Co. |Submitted December 20, 1893. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Dec, 2, 1893. |Reversed. 


Indictment, retailing. Conviction. Sentence, $100 fine. 
| 


Emanuel Dunn Brief filed for State, 


Supreme Court. 
vs. From Circuit Court Bolivar Co, 
State of Mississippi, Record filed Dec. 4, 1893. {Affirmed January 1, 1894. 


Indictment, shooting attempt to kill. Conviction. Sentence, 10 years in Penitentiary. 


Brief for State, 


Supreme Court. 
vs. From Circuit Court Lafayette Co. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Dec, 4, 1893. Reversed January 1, 1894. 


Indictment, perjury, Conviction, Sentence, 2 years in Penitentiary, 


Lonnie Shaw 


t 


Submitted December 20, 1893. 


Submitted December 20, 1893. 
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Supreme Court. Brief for State. 


vs. trom Circuit Court. Argued orally and submitted December 20, 1893. 
The State of Mississippi. Record filed Dec. 4, 1893. Reversed January 1, 1894. 
Indictment, assault and battery, attempt to kill. Conviction, Sentence, 3 years in penitentiary. 

Wade Hampton Supreme Court. 
vs. From Circuit Court Pike County. 
- The State of Mississippi. | Certificate filed Sept. 19, 1893. 


Indictment, retailing. Conviction. Fine $100. 
Nathan Worth Supreme Court. 
450 vs. From Circuit Court Attala Co, 
The State of Mississippi. Certificate filed Sept, 19, 1893. 
Indictment, concealed weapons. Conviction. Fine $25. 


Watt Tatum upreme Court, 
vs. f From Circuit Court Lafayette Co.|Submitted December 29, 1893. 
The State of Mississippi, Record filed Dec, 4, 1893. Affirmed January 1, 1894. 
Indictment, profane language. Conviction. Sentence, Fine $10. 

Brief for State. 


Milus Harris 
7649 


Affirmed on Certificate, December 19, 1893. 


i 


> 7449 


Affirmed on Certificate, December 19, 1893. 


Brlef for State, 
7652 


M, Ferguson Supreme Court. 
5I vs. * | From Circuit Court Panola Co, |Submitted January 20, 1894. , 
The State of Mississippi. Record filed Dec, 15, 1893. Affirmed March 12, 1894. 


Indictment, seduction. Conviction, Sentence, 5 years in penitentiary. 


Will Lotz Supreme Court. Brief for State. 
7552 VS, ; From Circuit Court Panola Co, [Submitted January 29, 1894. 
The State of Mississippi. Record filed Dec. 18, 1893. |Affirmed February 19, 1894. 


Indictment, grand larceny. Conviction, Sentence, 4 years in penitentiary. 
Brief for State. 


Bob Allen Supreme Court, 
7659 vs. From Circuit Court Yalobusha Co,/Submitted January 29, 1894. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Dec. 11, 1893. Affirmed February 19, 1894 


Indictment, grand larceny, Conviction. Sentence 4 years in Penitentiary., 
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Chas, W. Corbell Supreme Court, Brief for State, 
7658 vs. From Circuit Court Lowndes Co,|Submitted January 20, 1894. j 


State of Mississippi. Record filed Dec. 24, 1893. [Affirmed February 19, 1894. 
Indictment, forgery. Conviction. Sentence, 2 years in Penitentiary. 


Jeff Collins and Susan | 
Davidson Supreme Court, Brief for State. 
7661 vs. From Circuit Court Lafayette Co, |Submitied January 29, 1894, 
State of Mississippi. Record Filed Dec. 1, 1893, !'Reversed February 19, 1894. 


Indictment, unlawful cohabitation. Conviction. Collins, $50 fine, 40 days in jail; Susan Davidson, $25 fine, 20 days in jail. 


Supreme Court. ! 
From Circuit Judge Cassedy. [Brief for State. 
7671 son, habeas corpus for Heard in Copiah Co, Submitted January 29, 1894. 
bail. i Record filed 18— | Reversed February 19, 1894. 


, Judgment. Bail denied. Want of jurisdiction. 


Ex Parte Jas. K, Patter- 


Brief for State. 


Willy Clark Supreme Cóurt, Argued orally. 
7688 vs. From Jackson County. Submitted April ro, 1894. 
, State of Mississippi. . Affirmed April 23, 1894. 


Indictment, murder. Conviction, murder. Penitentiary for life. 


Madison County Supreme Court, ; 
From Chancery Cóurt Madison Co, 


No Record Filed. 


Brief by Mr. H. B. Greaves for Appellant, 


7695 
Affirmed March 12, 1894, 


vs. 
S. C, Powell. 
Billto recover. Section 16. 


Sandy G. Graham Brief for State. 


Supreme Court, 
From Circuit Court Warren Co,|Submitted March 16, 1894. 


vs. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Feb. 2, 1894. Affirmed March 26, 1894. 
Indictment, selling pistol without license. Conviction, Fine, $too. 


} 
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Supreme Court. 
The State of Mississippi 
vs. 

Tom Jones. 
Indictment, Extortion in office. 


County. 


7732 
Record filed March 5, 1894. 


Supreme Court, 
James Tyler, 
County. 


7686 ty 
Record filed March 6, 1894. 


vs. 
The State of Mississippi. 
Indictment, murder. 

Supreme Court, 
From Circuit Court Hinds Co. 
First District. 

Record filed March 12, 1894. 
Sentence, death, 


Henry Singleton, 
7698 vs. 
The State of Mississippi. 
Indictment, murder, Conviction, murder, 


Supreme Court, 
From Circuit Court Hinds Co. 
First District. 
Record Filed March 13, 1894. 
Sentence, death. 


Horace Smith, 
vs. 
The State of Mississippi. 
Indictment, murder, Conviction, murder, 


7704 


Supreme Court, 
From Circuit Court Adams Co. 
Record filed Jan. 15, 1894. 


G. W, Slaughter, 
7684 vs. 
The State of Mississippi. 
Johnson West, Supreme Court, 
vs, 
The State of Mississippi. 
Indictment, burglary. Conviction, 


7685 
Record filed March 19, 1894. 


4 


Brief for State. 

From Circuit Court Washington Submitted March 19, 1894. 
Reversed. 

Demurrer overruled March 26, 1894. 


Demurrer to indictment sustained. : 


From Circuit Court Washington|Brief for State. 


Submitted March 19, 1894. 
Affirmed March 26, 1895. 


Conviction, manslaughter. Sentence, 10 years imprisonment. 


Brief for State. 
Submitted March 19, 1894 
Affirmed March 26, 1894. 


Brief for State. 
Submitted March 19, 1894. 
Affirmed March 29, 1894. 


Passed March 19, 1894. 
Passed April 9, 1894. 
Application for appellant continued April 30, 1894, on application 
from appellant. 


Brief for State, 


From Circuit Court Wash'g'n Co,/Submitted April 9, 1894. 


Affirmed April 23, 1894. 


Sentence, 7 years 1n penitentiary. 
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E. L. Gates, Supreme Court, Brief for State, 
y751 vs, From Circuit Court Lee County.|Submitted April 9, 1894. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed March 26, 1894. |Affirmed April 23, 1894. 
Indictment, forgery. Conviction. Sentence 3 years. 
Tom Nelson, Supreme Court. Brief for State 
7752 vs. From Circuit Court Grenada Co,|Submitted April 9, 1894. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed March 17, 1894. |Affirmed April 23, 1894. ; : 
Indictment, burglary. Conviction. Sentence 7 years. 
Andy Hemphill, Supreme Court. Brief for State, 
7755 ‘vs, From Circuit Court Choctaw Co.|Submitted April 9, 1894. 
: State of Mississippi. Record filed March 28, 1894. [Affirmed April 23, 1894, 
Indictment, perjury. Conviction, Sentence 2 years. i 
Ex Parte Supreme Court, Brief for State, 
7781 Robertson & Hale. From Circuit Court Tate County,|Submitted April 9, 1894. 
Record filed April 7, 1894. {Affirmed April 23, 1894, 
Habeas corpus, murder. Bail refused. 
“~~. |Affirmed on certificate April 9, 1894. 
Supreme Court, Affirmed April 9, 1894. 
760 paarence MP Ente From Circuit Court Claiborne |Capias for appellant. Order against clerk to show cause why he 
775 State of Mississippi County, has not sent up bail bond. Rule discontinued April 23, 1894. 
a Record filed March 19, 1894. |Appellant re-sentenced by Supreme Court, being before the Court 
in person April 23, 1894. 
Indictment, 
Lese MEE me re mm me reenact een men eam en mae Terence edamame R enemies — Q4 
State of Mississippi In the Suprem: Court, - [Brief for State. 
vs. From Circuit Court Jackson Co.|Submitted April 16, 1894. 
L. Vice. Record filed April, 1894. {Affirmed May 7, 1894. 


Appeal by State. Vice, delinquent road hand,  Acquitted on ground that the contract of road contractor is void, 


y 
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Answer filed April 20, 1891. Submitted to arbitration of 
Fidelity and Trust Company |In the Circuit Court of Hinds| Supreme Court Judges, April 30, 1894, by agreement of coun- 
2838 vs, First District. sel on briefs Decided in favor of respondent on the ground 
Geo. M, Govan, Sec’y of State, Filed March 31, 1894. . that petitioner, the corporation, was not organized for the **sole 
purpose" of conducting a surety business, Judgment to be so 

entered by agreement at the next term of the Circuit Court. 


777 Mandamus under Act of Feb. 10, 1894, involving the right of petitioner to a license as a guaranty company under said statute, 


e ———— OO AAA M Á————————— 
Brief for State. 


Submitted April 30, 1894. 
Affirmed May 7, 1894. 
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In the Supreme Court, 
7780 , vs. From the Circuit Court Pike Co. 
,State of Mississippi, Record filed April 21, 1894. 


Indictment, murder, Conviction, murder, Sentence, life. 


Hamp Bateman 


M. W. Williams In the Supreme Court. Brief for State. 
vs, From Circuit Court ————— Co, [Submitted April 30, 1894. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed , 1894. {Affirmed May 37, 1894. 


Indictment, murder, Conviction, Sentence. , 
Brief for State. 


Winnie McEwen, In the Supremé Court. Brief for appellants. Kimmons & Kimmons, 
7798 vs. From Circuit Court Lafayette Co.|Submitted on briefs, October 22, 1894. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed May 1, 1894. !Reversed Movember 5, 1894. : 


Indictment, burglary, Conviction. Sentence, 2 years in penitentiary, 


Albert B. Norton In the Supreme Court, Brief for State. 
7799 vs. From Circuit Court Copiah Co.|Argued orally and submitted October 22, 1894. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed August 1, 1894, .jReversed March 12, 1894. 


Indictment, seduction. Conyiction. Sentence, 3 years in the penitentiary. 
Brief for State. 


Supreme Court, 
vs. From Circuit Court Panola Co.|Argued orally and submitted October 23, 1894. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Aug. 30, 1894. |Reversed November 5, 1894. Un 


Indictment, unlawful retailing, Conviction. Fine, $50 and 30 days imprisonment., 


K. Newman 
7800 
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J. S. Skeen Supreme Court. Brief for Appellant. 
7802 VS. From Circuit Court Attala Co, |Eight-year witness, 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Sept. 5, 1894. Submitted October 23, 1894, 
i Affirmed November 5, 1894. 
Indictment, murder, Conviction, Sentence, life imprisonment, 
~~ "7 Brief for State; 
July Brown Supreme Court. Submitted October 23, 1894, 

7804 vs. From Circuit Court Panola Co. | Argued orally. . 
State of Mississippi. Record filed July 11, 1894. Reversed November 5, 1894. 
Indictment, unlawful retailing. Conviction, Sentence, fine $50, imprisonment 30 days. 

; Brief for State, 
A, T, Robinson Supreme Court. Submittéd October 23, 1894. 

7809 vs. From Circuit Court Hinds Co. |Argued orally. 

State of Mississippi, Record filed Sept. 25, 1894. |Reversed Nov, 5, 1894. 
Indictment, assault and battery with intent to kill. Conviction. Sentence, 2 years in Penitentiary. 
Judge Gilbert, Supreme Court. Brief for State, 

7815 vs, From Circuit Court Bolivar Co,|Submitted October 23, 1894. 

State of Mississippi. ++ Record filed Sept, 25, 1894. iAffirmed November 12, 1894. 
Indictment, murder. Conviction. Sentence, death. 
, Stanley, Hale Supreme Court. [Brief for State, 

7828 vs. From Circuit Court Tate Co. |Submitted November 12, 1894. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Sept. 22, 1894.  |Reversed and remanded November 26, 1895. 
Indictment, murder. Conviction. Sentence, imprisonment for life, 

Steve Adams, | Supreme Court. Brief for State. 

7807 vs. From Circuit Court Wash’ton Co.|Submitted October 23, 1894. 

State of Mississippi. | Record filed October 4, 1894. | Affirmed November 12, 1894. 
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Brief for State. 


indictment, murder, Conviction, Sentence death, 


| 
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In the Supreme Court. Brief for State. 
From Circuit Court Coahoma Co, Submitted October 23, 1894. 


vs, 
State of Mississippi. Record filed October 8, 1894. !Affirmed November 12, 1894. 
Indictment, murder. Conviction. Sentence, death. ~, P 


Ivey Bobo 


7925 


: James J. McGuire In the Supreme Court. Brief for State. 


7926 vs, From Circuit Court Warren Co,|Argued orally and submitted October 24, 1894. 
, State of Mississippi. Record filed October 8, 1894. {Affirmed December 21, 1894. 


H 
Indictment, murder, Conviction, Sentence, life imprisonment, 


Brief for State. 
Submitted October 24, 1894. 
Reversed November 12, 1894. 


In the Supreme Court, 
9927 vs, From Circuit Court Warren Co. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed October 8, 1894. 


Indictment, murder. Conviction, Sentence, death, 


Jim Williams 


Tn the Supreme Court, Brief for State, i 
7928 vs.! From Circuit Court Warren Co.|Submitted October 24, 1894. : 
State of Mississippi. Record filed October 8, 1894. ; Affirmed March 12, 1894. 


Vagrancy, affidavit. Appeal from justice’s court, Conviction. Sentence, good behavior bond, or 10 days in jail. 


Mamie Peabody, et al., 


Ld 


Brief for State. 
Argued orally October 24, 1894. 
Affirmed November 12, 1894. 


Archie Hardeman & Ben Simmons In the Supreme Court, 
7929 vs. From Circuit Court Warren Co. 


State of Mississippi. Record filed October 8, 1894.. 
Indictment, train wrecking, Conviction. Sentence, Hardetnan, 13 months in penitentiary. Simmons, 9 months in jail. 


Brief for State, 
Submitted October 24, 1894. 
Reversed November 12, 1894. 


In the Supreme Court, 
vs. : From Circuit Court Carroll Co, 
State of Mississippi. Record filed October r5, 1894. 


Indictment, burglary. Conviction, Sentence, 1 year in penitentiary. 


Nez Holman 
7936 


* 
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Sam Burt, Supreme Court, Brief for State. . 
7761 vs. From Circuit Court Attala Co, |Submitted October 22, 1894. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed October 8, 1894. |Reversed November 12, 1894. 


Indictment, murder. Conviction, Sentence, imprisonment for life, 


C. C, Rucker, Supreme Court, 
' From Circuit Court Tippah Co. 


vs, 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Oct, 15, 1894. 
Indictment, murder; conviction, manslaughter, Sentence Io years imprisonment in Penitentiary. 


Dismissed Oct. 23, 1894, for want of prosecution. 


Submitted October 23, 1894. 


à John Gibson, Supreme Court, 
7805 VS. From Circuit Court Warren Co,|Week’s leave to file brief. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Oct. 15, 1894. |Reversed November 12, 1894. 


Indictment, murder; conviction, murder. Sentence death, 


Submitted October 24, 1894. 
Brief for State. 
Reversed Nov. 12, 1894. 


Jesse J. Jackson, Supreme Court, 


7930 vs, From Circuit Court Holmes Co. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed October 8, 1894. 


Affidavit, enticing away laborer. Appeal from Justice Court. Conviction. Fine $25.: 
Submitted October 23, 1894. ; 


Jesse Harris and Kinney Wilborn, Supreme Court, 
7846 vs. From Circuit Court Tunica Co,|Brief for State. 


.State of Mississippi. Record filed October 15, 1894. |Reversed November 12, 1894. 


Indictment, murder; conviction, manslaughter. Sentence, 5 years in Penitentiary. 
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. G, W. Slaughter, ! From Circuit Court Washington|Submitted on October 22, 1894. . 
7684 vs, County. Brief for State. Brief filed October 23, for State, 
State of Mississippi. Record filed October 15, 1894. [Reversed November 12, 1894. 


Indictment, assault and battery, attempt to kill. Conviction, Sentence, 4 years in Penitentiary. 


i 


86 


'SNSV() 4O LS3300(qT 


Supreme Court, Briet for State. 
7934 vs. From Circuit Court Warren Co, [Submitted Oct. 24, 1894. 


The State of Mississippi. Record filed Oct. 10, 1894. |Affirmed Nov. 12, 1894. 
Indictment, burglary. Conviction. Sentence, 3 years in penitentiary. 


Bud Thornton, 


re 


Submitted October 23, 1894. 
One week to file brief. 
Affirmed November 12, 1894. 


Sentence, Io years in penitentiary. 
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Supreme Court, 
vs. From Circuit Court Grenada Co, 
The State of Mississippi. Record filed Oct. 19, 1894. 


Indictment, assault and battery with intent to kill, Conviction. 


Toliman Davis, 
7811 


Supreme Court, 


H. M. Griffin From Circuit Court Webster Co, : 
7801 Vi , Record not filed. Affirmed on certificate October 23, 1894. 
The State of Mississippi. Certificate filed June 8, 1894. 
I 


‘Indictment, unlawful cohabitation. Conviction. Fine, $25 and 30 days in jail, 


Affirmed October 23, 1394. 
Ed Bell, .Supreme Court, Motion to set aside affirmance, February 13, 1895. 
From Circuit Court Perry Co, |Motion sustained February 18, 1895. 
Record not filed, Brief for the State. 
Certificate filed June 23, 1894, [Reversed March 25, 1895. 


Indictment, murder, Conviction, Sentence, imprisonment for life. 


7803 vs. 
The State of Mississippi, 


Supreme Court. 
. Sol Knox, From Circuit Court Washington 
7806 " . vs. ‘ County. 
The State of Mississippi. Record not filed. 
Certificate filed July 2, 1894. 


Assault and battery. Indictment. ‘Conviction. Sentence, $25 fine. | 
———————————————————— Ia 


] 
.|Affirmed on certificate October 23, 1894. 
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7810 


7808 


8048 


Ex Parte Britton Nesmith,| Heard by Chancellor Pintard, |Brief for State. 
on habeas corpus for Claiborne County. Submitted December 18, 1894. 
bail, Record filed Dec, 10, 1894, |Affirmed December 24, 1894. 
Murder, bail denied. 
J. G. Reid, Supreme Court. Brief for State, 
vs. From Circuit Court Tunica Co,|Argued orally and submitted December 18, 1894. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Dec. 10, 1894, |Affirmed December 24, 1895. 


7844 
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supreme Court. 


08 


Pinkney Jefferson, From Circuit Court Grenada Co. 
vs. Record not filed, Affirmed on certificate October 23, 1894. 
State of Mississippi. Certificate filed August 16, 1894, 
Indictment, arson. Conviction. Sentence, 10 years, ; 
Elbert Hunt, Supreme Court. re . T 


vs! From Circuit Court DeSoto Co. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Oct. 22, 1894. 


Indictment, murder, Conviction, murder. Sentence, death, 


Reversed Jan, 21, 1895. 


Indictment, grand larceny. Conviction, Sentence, 5 years in penitentiary. 


Burt Reddick, Brief for State. 
vs. From Circuit Court Yazoo Co.|Submitted December 18, 1894. 
State of Mississippi, Record filed Nov. 7, 1894. |Reversed January 7, 1895. 


Indictment, murder. Conviction, manslaughter. Sentence, 5 years in penitentiary. 


Supreme Court. 


4 


Supreme Court. 


`J. M. McDowell, From Circuit Court Wilkinson] Brief for State. 
vs. County. Submitted December 18, 1894. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed December, 1894, !Dismissed December 24, 1894. 


Indictment, robbery. Conviction. New trial granted. Appeal by State from rulings of Court, 


Argued orally and submitted Dec. 18, 1894. 
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Joe Hill In the Supreme Court, Brief for State. 
7956 vs. From Cir. Court Tallahatchie Co.|Submitted December 18, 1894. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed November 20, 1894.1 Affirmed December 24, 1894. 


Indictment, murder. Conviction, manslaughter. Sentence, 5 years in the penitentiary. 


Brief for State. 
Answer to certiorari December 24, 1894. 
Reversed, December 31, 1894. 


In the Supreme Court, 
7949 vs. From Circuit Court Choctaw Co. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed November 9, 1804. 


Indictment, arson. Conviction, 3 years in the penitentiary. 


Teat Hemphill 


E. D. Davis In the Supreme Court. 
7999 vs. From Circuit Court Monroe Co, |Brief for State. , 
State of Mississippi. Record filed December 1, 1894. |Submitted December 18, 1894. 


Indictment, disturbing public worship. Conviction. Fine $25. 


Brief for State. 
Submitted December 18, 1894. 
Affirmed April 22, 1895. 


* In the Supreme Court. 
From Circuit Court Monroe Co, 
Record filed December x1, 1894. 


State of Mississippi, 
vs. ‘ 
W. H. Bardwell. 


7975 


Indictment, Cashier of National Bank, receiving money, Bank insolvent. Motion to quash indictment sustained. 


i Brief for State, 


Sarah Cook In the Supreme Court. Certificate of appeal December 18, 1894, 
8052 vs. From Circuit Court Calhoun Co.|Submitted December 18, 1894. 
State of Mississippi. Certificate filed Dec, 18, 1894. lAffirmed December 24, 1894. 
Indictment, murder. Conviction, Sentence, imprisonment for life in penitentiary. 
J. L. Alcorn, Jr., et al., Tn Supreme Court. 
8011 vs, From Circuit Court Coahoma Co,|Brief submitted December 18, 1894, 
State of Mississippi. Record filed December 3, 1894.!Reversed January 7, 1895. 


Indictment, violating their duty as members of the board of aldermen by granting license for sale of liquor after election result- 


ing against the sale. Judgment $10.00 fine. 


` 
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State of Mississippi 


8063 


8074 


8080 
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Dismissed for want ot prosecution October 23, 1894. Keinstated 
vs. From Circuit Court of Tippah Co.| January 21, 1895. Brief for State, Nov. 12, 1894, submitted. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Oct, 15, 1894. Reversed February 18, 1895. 
Indictment, murder. Conviction, manslaughter. Sentence, 1o years in penitentiary, 
G. Buskin Briet for State. 
vs. From Circuit Court of Jackson Co:|Submitted February 4, 1895. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Jan, 17, 1895. Affirmed Feb. 11, 1895 


Indictment A. & B. and wife beating. Conviction. Sentence, 3 months in jail and $300 fine. 


C, C, Rucker Supreme Court. 


Supreme Court. 


Supreme Court. 
vs, From Circuit Court of Perry Co. 
John Bertrand, Record filed Jan. 14, 1895 


Indictment, retailing. Acquittal. Appeal by State. 


Brief for State. 
Reversed and remanded March 25, 1895. 


Supreme Court. . 
vs. From Circuit Court of Clarke Co. 
J. F. Smith. Kecord filed January 19, 1895. 


Indictment, arson, Acquitted. Appeal by State. 


State of Mississippi 
Brief for State. 


Affirmed Feb. rr, 1895. 


Supreme Court. 
Ex Parte From decision of Chancellor. 
John C. McCarty. Heard in Carroll County. Brief for State. 
Habeas Corpus. Record filed January 23, 1895. |Dismissed February 4, 1895. 
Murder. Bail denied. 
Robert Orr Supreme Court, |Brief for the State, 


vs. From Panola County. Submitted March 18, 1895, 
State of Mississippi. Record filed March 12 1895. {Reversed April 8, 1895. 


Indictment, assault and battery with intent to kill, Judgment, penitentiary for life, 


et 
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Milton Blocker 


8104 


8108 


8126 


= [ee 
Supreme Court, Brief for State. 


vs. From Circuit Court Bolivar Co, |Submitted. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed March 2, 1895. — |Affirmed January 30, 1895. 


Indictment, murder. Conviction. Sentence, death, 


Charley Smith 


Barlow Wilson and 


Walter Moore Supreme Court, Briet for State. 
v8. From Circuit Court Boliver Co. |Submitted. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed March 4,1895. — |Affirmed April 1, 1895. 


Indictment, burglary and larceny. Conviction. Sentence, 20 years in penitentiary, 


Brief for State, 
Submitted. 
Reversed, Indictment Quashed April 1, 1895. 


Supreme Court, 
vs. From Circuit Court DeSoto Co. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed March 4, 1895. 


Indictment, obstructing highway. Fine, $5. 


Jim Schrader Supreme Court. Brief for State, 
vs. From Circuit Court Sharkey Co, |Submitted. 
State of Mississippi. Becotd filed Feb. 2, 1895. Appeal Dismissed April r, 1895. 
Habeas Corpus. Bail. e 
Jim Brown Supreme Court, Brief for State. 
vs. From Circuit Court Tate County.|Submitted. , 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Feb. 14, 1895. Reversed and Remanded April 1, 1895. 
Indictment, rape. Conviction. Sentence, death. 
Brief for State. 
E. R, Cook : Supreme Court, Submitted, 
vs, From Circuit Court Warren Co. {Reversed and Appellant held to answer another Indictment 
-State'of Mississippi. Record filed March 2, 1895. April 1, 1895. + 


Indictment, murder. Conviction, manslaughter. Sentence, 5 years in penitentiary, 


P - 
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Penn Williams, Adam Newton & 


8089 


8149 


8150 
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Brief for State, 


Submitted.! 
Reversed and same order Cook case, April 1, 1895. 


In Supreme Court. 
vs, From Circuit, Court Warren Co. 
State of Mississippi. Record March 2, 1895. 


Indictment, murder, Conviction, murder, Sentence, death. 


Lee Reed 


Brief for State. 
Submitted March 18, 1895, 
Reversed and remanded May 6. 


In Supreme Court. 
From Cir. Court Washington Co. 
Record January 22, 1895. 


Conviction, murder, Life sentence, imprisonment, 
e 


"Will Cotten - 
VS, a 
State of Mississippi. 


Indictment, murder, 


| 
State of Mississippi 


vs. In Supreme Court. 


From Circuit Court ......., Co, 
Record ........, 1895. 


Wm. Williams. 


In Supreme Court. Brief for State. 
From Circuit Court Jackson Co |Submitted April 8, 1895. 


Record March.18, 1895. Affirmed April 15, 1895, 
Sentence, 6 months in jail and $300 fine. 


W. R. Snyder 


vs. 
State of Mississippi. 
Assault, attempt to kill. Indictment. Conviction. 


In Supreme Court. Brief for State. 
From Cir. Court Yalobusha Co,|Submitted April 8, 1895. 


Record March 18, 1895. Reversed and remanded April 29, 1895. 
60 days in jail, $60 fine, 


Allen Campbell, 


vs. 

State of Mississippi. 
Receiving stolen goods. Indictment. Conviction. 
Brief fer State. 


Submitted April 8, 1895. 
Affirmed April 15, 1895. : 


Sentenee, 5 years in penitentiary. 


In Supreme Court, 
From Cir. Court Yalobusha Co. 


vs, 
State of Mississippi. Record March 18, 1895. 
Indictment, enticing away female under 14, Conviction. 


Louis Riley 


T$ 
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; 8174 


8128 


8130 - 


8178 


Dallas Wily; Supreme Court. Brief for State. 
f VS. a |From Circuit Court Yalobusha Co,|Submitted April 8, 1895. * 
State of Mississippi. Record filed March 28, 1895. 'Affirmed April 15, 1895. 


Indictment, unlawful retailing. Conviction. Sentence, 60 days in jail, $150 fine. 


Supreme Court. 


Y 


Jim Hill, From Circuit Court Washington Brief for State, 
vs. * County. Submitted April 8, 1895. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed March 30, 1895. |Reversed and remanded April 29, 1895, 


Indictment, murder, Conviction. Death sentence, . 


Brief for State. 
Submitted April 9, 1895; 
Affirmed April 22, 1895. 


Supreme Court. 
From Circuit Court Choctaw Co. 
Record filed April 1, 1895. 


A.C, Burnett, 


vs. 
State of Mississippi. 
Indictment, unlawful retailing: Conviction.. Sentence, 3 months in jail, $100 fine, 


Brief for State, 
Submitted April 9, 1895. , S 
Affirmed April 15, 1895. 


Supreme Gourt. ~ 
From Circuit Court Choctaw Co. 
Record filed March 30, 1895. 


vs. 
State of Mississippi. 


Indictment, retailing, Conviction. Sentence, 3 months in jail, $100 fine, 


Dan Green, Brief for State. 
Submitted April 9, 1895. 


Affirmed April 29, 1895. 


Supreme Court. 
From Circuit Court Choctaw Co. 
Record filed March 30, 1895, 


vs, 
State of Mississippi. 


Indictment, arson. Sentence, 10 years in penitentiary, 


Ed Robinson, ' Supreme Court. ]Brief for State. 
vs. From Circuit Court Yalobusha Co.[Submitted April 9, 1895. 


State of Mississippi. Record filed April 5, 1895. Affirmed April 15, 1895. 


Indictment, assault intent to kill, Conviction, Sentence, 60 days in jail, $75 fine. 
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‘Tarkington Supreme Court. Brief tor State. 
8086 vs. From Circuit Court Clay Co. |Argued orally and Submitted April 9, 1895, 
State of Mississippi. Record filed April 7, 1895. (Reversed and remanded January 3, 1895. 


Indictment, murder. Conviction, murder. Sentence, death. 


John Palmer Supreme Corrt. Brief for State. 
From Circuit Court Union Co. |Submitted March 18, 1895. 


vs, 
State of Mississippi. Record filed March 13, 1895. |Affirmed April 22, 1895. 
\ Indictment, murder, Conviction, murder. Sentence, imprisonment for life. 


$112 


Bennie Brown Supreme Court. Brief for State. 
vs, From Circuit Court Hinds Co, [Submitted April 29, 1895. 


State of Mississippi. Record filed April 16, 1895. |Affirmed May 18, 1895. 
Indictment, burglary, Conviction. Sentence, 5 years in penitentiary. 


' 8106 


Brief for State, 
Submitted April 29, 1895. : 


Henderson Lanier Supreme Court, 


8107 From Circuit Court Hinds Co, 


vs. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed 18, 1895. |Affirmed May 13, 1895. 
Indictment, burglary. Conviction. Sentence, 5 years in penitentiary. 
| T. J. Decell Supreme Court. Brief for State. 
8147 vs. From Circuit Court Pike County.| Argued orally and Submitted April 29, 1895. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed April22, 1895. — |Affirmed May 27, 1895. 


- Indictment, murdet. Conviction, manslaughter. Sentence, 5 years in penitentiary. 


Frank B. Lanier 
8176 vs. From Circuit Court Warren Co. {Submitted April 29, 1895., 
State of Mississippi, Record filed April 9, 1895. [Affirmed May 13, 1895... : 


Indictment (4), deadly weapon, Conviction, Sentence, 1 month in jail and $50 fine, 


— ——— —O———————————— 


Supreme Court. Brief for State. 


98 
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State of Mississippi. 


8191 


1 
Supreme Court. Brief for State. 
From Circuit Court of. Panola Co |Submitted Apiil29, 1895. 


vs, 
Alf. Caldwell. Record filed April 16, 1895. [Reversed and remanded May 13, 1895. 
Indictment, acting as agent for purchaser in whisky selling. Demurrer to indictment. ! Sustained. 


Brief for State. 
; vs, From Circuit Court Chick’w Co,|Submitted April 29, 1895. TREE 
C. C. Williams. Record April 19, 1895. Affirmed May 13, 1895. 


Indictment, carryirig concealed weapons, Defense. Deputy Marshal (U. S.), Instruction for defendant, Acquittal, 


State of Mississippi Supreme Court. 


Green Case Supreme Court. Brief for State. g 
8193 ` vs. From Circuit Court Lincoln Co.|Submitted April 29, 1895. S ‘ 
' State of Mississippi. Record April 24, 1895. Reversed and remanded May 13, 1895. Q 
Indictment, A, & B., attempt to kill. Conviction. Ten years in penitentiary, g 
R. W. Webb Supreme Court. - mon e 
8087 VS. From Circuit Court Winston Co,|Brief for State, Submitted on motion (24346) for order on Cir- 
State of Mississippi. Record October 14, 1895. cuit Judge to sign a bill of exceptions October 28, 1895. E 
Indictment, murder. Canviction, murder.) Sentence, penitentiary for life, 
Rafe Hartwell Supreme Court. — Briet for State, i 
8148 | "vs. From Circuit Court Pike County|Submitted October 28, 1895. 
State of Mississippi. Record May 21, 1895. Affirmed Nov. 4. 1895. ` 
Indictment, gambling. Conviction, Sentence, fine $100 and costs of prosecution. ® 
Supreme Court, ova oon dee E LE 
Jordan McGowen From the Circuit Court of Pike|Brief for State. 
8172 vs.” ' _ County. Dismissed, want of prosecution, October 28, 1895. ! 
State of Mississippi., Record May 4, 1895. 
Indictment, attempt to kill, Conviction, Sentence, penitentiary for three years, eo 


} 


8195 


8196 


8198 vs. 


820t 
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Brief for State. ^ 7 77 
vs, From Circuit Court Warren Co,|Submitted October 28, 1895. 
State of Mississippi. Record May 13, 1895. Affirmed November 4, 1895. 


Indictment, removing property subject to lien. Conviction. Sentence, $250 00 and 3 months in jail. 


John A, Lanier In the Supreme Court. 
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State of Mississippi Brief for State. — œ 
VS, From Circuit Court Chickasaw Co|Submitted October 28, 1895. 
S. J. Jolly. Record May 17, 1895. Reversed November 4, 1895. 


Indictment, perjury. Indictment demurred to, Circuit Court sustained demurrer. 


Samuel M. Aldridge, Brief for State. 
From Circuit Court Franklin Co. [Submitted October 28, 1895. 
State of Mississippi. Record May 4, 1895. Affirmed November 4, 1895. - 


Indictment, attempted seduction, Conviction. Sentence penitentiary for (5) five years. 


In the Supreme Court. 
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In the Supreme Court. 


— 
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In the Supreme Court. 
vs. From Circuit ¡Court Attala Co,|Brief for State. 
State of Mississippi. Record October 14, 1895. Submitted October 28, 1895. 


Indictment, bigamy. Conviction. Sentence, penitentiary for (7) seven years. 


C. W. Crawford 


ie Sam Burts In Supreme Court. Brief for State. ia 
8202 . vs. From Circuit Court Attala Co.|Submitted October 28, 1895. 
State of Mississippi. Record October 14, 1895. |Affirmed November 11, 1895. 


Indictment, murder. Conviction. Sentence, penitentiary for life. 
| 


See arn — — —— 


Brief for State. ] 
Matthew Thomas In Supreme Court. Submitted October 28, 1895. 
vs. From Circuit Court Copiah Co.|Indictment sustained, judgment reversed and remanded for sen- 
State of Mississippi. Record October 12, 1895. tence for felony. 


Indictment, murder. Conviction, pointing pistol and accidentally killing deceased, Sentence $50.00 fine and 6 months in jail, 


jt 
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Supreme Court, 


John Betzel, From Circuit Court  Quitman|Brief for State. 
8205 vs. County. Submitted October 28, 1895. 
State of Mississippi, Record filed May 22, 1895. |Affirmed November 4, 1895. 
Indictment, murder. Conviction, murder. Sentence, death. 
Supreme Court. 1 
Will Sanders, From Circuit Court Lafayette|Brief for State, 
8206 vs. County. Submitted October 28, 1895. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed May 25, 1895. — IReversed and remanded November:4, 1895. 


Indictment, burglary and larceny. Conviction, Sentence, 2 years in penitentiary. 


aa a r OR a 
Supreme Court, 


Simon Lee and May Weak, |From Circuit Court Yalobusha|Brief for State. 
8215 vs. County. Want of ptosecution October 28, 1895. 


State of Mississippi. ' Record filed Aug. 30, 1895. Dismissed want of prosecution October 28, 1895. 


Indictment, unlawfu] co-habitation. Conviction. Sentence, Lee, 20 days and $30, Weak, 20 days and $25. 


W. H. Moody, Supreme Court, Brief for State 
8217 vs. . |From Circuit Court DeSoto Qo.|Submitted October 28, 1895. ^ i 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Oct. 16, 1895., |Affirmed November 11, 1895. 


Indictment, insulting and profane language, Conviction, Sentence, $50 fine. 


Charley Macon, Supreme Court. Brief for State. 
8218 VS. From Circuit Court Leflore Co.|Submitted October 28, 1895. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Sep. 20, 1895. JAffirmed November 4, 1895. 


Indictment, assault with intent to kill, etc. Conviction ascharged, Sentence, penitentiary for one year. 


Supreme Court, Brief for State. 


Yom Kern, 
8224 vs. From Circuit Court Attala Co |Submitted October 28, 1895. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Oct 14,1895. — |Affirmed November 4, 1895, 


Indictment, murder, Conviction, manslaughter, Sentence, penitentiary 5 years. 
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Lige Segar Supreme Court. Brief for State, 
8225 vs. From Circuit Court AttalaCo, [Submitted October 28, 1895. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Oct. 14, 1895. Affirmed November 4, 1895. 


Malicious mischief. Conviction as charged. Sentence, 20 days in jail, etc, 


Brief for State, 


Robert Reabold Supreme Court. Submitted October 28, 1895. 
8226 vs. From Circuit Court Pike Co, [Verdict sustained. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Oct. 10, 1895, — |Judgment reversed and remanded for proper judgment. 


Indictment, unlawful retailing. Conviction as charged. Sentence, 90 days and $500 fine. 


Aaron Harper Brief for State. 
8228 vs. 


State of Mississippi. 


Supreme Court. 
From Circuit Court Yalobusha Co.|Submitted October 28, 1895. 
Record filed Sept. 20, 1895. — |Affirmed November 4, 1895. 


Indictment, murder, Conviction, murder. Sentence, death. * 


* 


Brief for State. 
Submitted October 28, 1895. 


State of Mississippi 
$232 vs, From Circuit Court Choctaw Co, 
Frank Bollis, Record filed Sept. 25, 1895. 


Indictment, carrying concealed weapons, Verdict, not guilty. 
Kinney Wilburn 


8237 vs. 
State of Mississippi, 


Supreme Court, 


Brief for State. 


Supreme Court. 
Submitted! October 28, 1895. 


From Circuit Court Tunica Co. 
Record filed Oct. 1, 1895. ` 


Indictment, manslaughter. Conviction, Sentence, 5 years in Penitentiary, 


H. Lagard Supreme Court. 
8239 vs. From Circuit Court Lee Co. | Brief for State. , 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Oct. 17, 1895. [Dismissed want of prosecution October 28, 1895. 


: nM: 
Indictment, selling Jamaica Ginger. Conviction.” Sentence, $200 fine. 


Decision of court below declared erroneous November 4, 1895. 


Reversed Nov. 4, 1895. Reversed and remanded Nov. 4, 1895. 
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8257- 


8265 


8266 


:8318 


Flowers Gatlin, alias Bacot 


8171 


8213 
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Brief for State. 
Submitted October 28, 1895. 


vs. From Circuit Court Marion Co, 
Affirmed Nóvember 4, 1895 


State of Mississippi. Record filed Oct. 9, 1895. 
Indictment, murder, Conviction, murder, Sentence, death. 


Will Purvis . | Suprome Court, 


Brief for State. 
vs. From Circuit Court Perry Co. |Submitted October 28, 1895. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Oct, 12, 1895. |Afflrmed Nov. 4, 1895. 


Indictment, unlawful retailing. Conviction, Sentence, 40 days in jail, . 


Bob White Supreme Court, 


Brief for State. 
vs, From Circuit Court Perry Co. |Submitted October 28, 1895. 
State of Mississippi. Records filed Oct, 12, 1895. |Reversed November 4, 1895. 


Indictment, unlawful retailing. Conviction, Sentence, 30 days in jail and $10o fine. 


John Betrand  ; | Supreme Court, 


Brief for State. 
vs. From Circuit Court Amite Co, |Submitted October 28, 1895. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Oct. 18, 1895. [Affirmed November 11, 1895. 


Indictment, obstructing justice. Conviction as charged, ' Sentence, 30 days in jail and $50 fine. 


Wallace Cockerham Supreme Court, 


Supreme Court, 
vs, From Circuit Court Pike County. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed March 26, 1895. 


Indictment, forgery. Conviction, forgery. Sentence, 2 years in penitentiary. 


Affirmed on Certificate October 28, 1895. 
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Supreme Court. 
vs, From Circuit Court Warren Co, 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Aug. 6, 1895. 


Convicted of exh?biting a pistol in a threatening manner, etc, Sentence, $100 fine, 


James B. Lanier. 
Affirmed on Certificate October 28, 1895. e 
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John W. Loman Supreme Court, 


VS. From Circuit Claiborne County, 
State of Mississippi. Filed October 22, 1895. 


Conviction, unlawful retailing. Sentence 30 days in county jail, fine, $150. 
Andy Cauthen 


Affirmed on certificate October 28, 1895. ' 3 


Supreme Court, Pending a certificate. 


vs. 
State of Mississippi. From Circuit Court Attala County 
Conviction, grand larceny. Sentence, penitentiary 2 years. 


Alf, Caldwell 


vs. Supreme Court. Pending a certficate. 
State of Mississippi. From Circuit Court of Panola Co. 


Conviction, acting as agent in effecting sale of intoxicating liquors, Sentence, fine $25 and 1 week in county jail. 


\ 


Burrell Prescott 


vs. Supreme Court, Pending a certificate. 
State of Mississippi. From Circuit Court Calhoun Co, 
Conviction, burglary. Sentence, penitentiary 2 years, Q4 
Frank Jenkins uS MOL MOM SEE MMC QN C er M MAR 
vs. Supreme Court. Pending a certificate, ; 
Frora Circuit Court Franklin Co, 


State of Mississippi. 
Conviction, forgery. Sentence, penitentiary 3 years. \ 


8326 


vs, Supreme Court. Pending a certificate. ` 


State of Mississippi. From Circuit Court’ Frankliin Co. 
-Conyiction, grand larceny, Sentence, penitentiary 3 years. 


oP 
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G. J. Robertson 


! 


In the Supreme Court. 


From Circuit Court DeSoto Co.|Pending a certificate. 


8327 vs. 
State of Mississippi. 
Conviction, murder, Sentence, penitentiary for life, NE 


Frank Godwin 
8328 vs. In the Supreme Court, 


State of Mississippi, From Circuit Court Copiah Co. 
Conviction, assault intent to kill, etc. Sentence, penitentiary I year. 
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8329 ys. In the Supreme Court. : |Pending a certificate. 


State of Mississippi. From Circuit Court Copiah Co. 
Conviction, seduction. Sentence, penitentiary ten years. 


Pending a certificate. 


Chas. S, Carlisle 


In the Supreme Court. 
8316 vs. From Circuit Court Calhoun Co. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed November 29, 1895. 
Indictment, burglary. Conviction, burglary. Sentence, penitentiary 3 years. 


Burrill Prescott 
Btief for State. Pending. 


In the Supreme Court, 
From Circuit Court Lafayette Co. 


Record filed October 23, 1895. 
Conviction, assault, etc, Sentence, penitentiary 3 years, 


Lou Stewart : 
Brief for State. Pending. 


8320 


vs. 

State of Mississippi. 
Indictment, assault and battery with intent to kill. 

1 
In the Supreme Court, 

vs. From Circuit Court Franklin Co, [Briet for State. Pending. . 

State of Mississippi. Record filed December 2, 1895. 
Indictment, forgery. Conviction, forgery.. Sentence, penitentiary 3 years. 


f 


Grant Jenkins 


8325 
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vs. From Circuit Court Quitman Co. |Pending a certificate, 
State of Mississippi. Record filed November 18, 1895. 


Indictment, assault with intent to kill, Conviction, assault, etc, Sentence, 3 years in penitentiary. 


Bige Elmore In the Supreme Court. 
$336 | 


Arthur Robinson Supreme Coart. 
8342 vs. From Circuit Court Union Co, 


State of Misssssippi. Record filed Nov. 23, 1895. 
Affidavit, raffling. Conviction, raffling, Sentence, $20 fine, 


Brief for State, Pending. 


Supreme Court, 
From Circuit Court Carroll Co. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Nov. 23, 1895. 


Indictment, unlawful retailing. Conviction, Sentence, $25 fine. l 


Fritz Peyfelt 
Brief for State. Pending. 


L. F. Graves Supreme Court. 
8347 vs. From Circuit Court Covington Co.|Brief for State. Pending. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed November 25, 1895. 


Affidavit, malicious mischief. Conviction. Sentence, 3 months in jail. ] 
ao 
Supreme Court, 
vs. From Circuit Court DeSoto Co. 
State of Mississippi. Record filed Nov. 15, 1895. 


Indictment, murder. Conviction, murder. Sentence, imprisonment in penitentiary for life. 


G. J. Robertson 


8327 Brief for State. Pending. 
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